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B : Only those objects that are powerless do require
the aid of these factors in giving rise to a potent cause.
This is not opposed to experience. In order to become the
cause, the non-cause requires these factors.

V : These factors are powerless to produce the effect.
Yet when they cooperate with the cause, there arises the
effect. Till they cooperate, the cause is in reality a non-
cause. Now are these factors powerful to make the non-
cause a cause ? or not ? Are these factors the .cause of
the non-cause ? or not ?   If the non-cause becomes a
cause, it does not require them. If it does not become a
cause, they are useless. If these factors constitute the
cause for the non-cause, then the non-cause would be an
effect and not a cause. If they do not constitute the cause,
they require other factors in a regress.

You should not say that a cause does not require the
aid of cooperating factors, for this is a fact of experience.

' B : The effect is not now there. It is almost non-
existent. Such a non-existent entity cannot have an existv
ent entity as its cause.   Then why can't you say that any
cause can bring it into existence ?  The cause too has no
specific relation with the now non-existent effect.  Then
can't it be the cause of all effects ?  When there is this
'avyavastha' (confusion) how are you 'able to make out
the mere distinction between cause and effect. If you
' say that there is tim relation because of the agreement
and difference that exists in between them, there is such a
relation aho between the cooperating factors and the
effect.

V : The cause is always a cause and it has the power.
When the effect is there we are somehow or other able to